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Sir: 

In response to the Office Action mailed November 15, 2006, please enter the 
following remarks. Enclosed herewith is a petition with fee authorization for a one-month 
extension of time. 

In response to the restriction requirement, Applicants elect Group I. The claims 
currently under examination that read on the elected species are claims 33, 35-37, 39, 48, 50-52, 
54, 63, 64, 66, and 67. 
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Appl.No. 10/677,131 PATENT 

Amdt. dated January 16, 2007 

Reply to Office Action of November 15, 2006 

Applicants note that the current Office Action contends that claims 33, 48, and 
63-68 are pending (Office Action Summary). However, claims 35-37, 39, 50-52, and 54 are also 
under examination (see, the Office Action dated February 23, 2006 and Applicants' response 
filed August 29, 2006). 

Furthermore, Applicants again respectfully request reconsideration of the 
withdrawal of claims 42, 43, 44, 45, 58, 59, and 60 as non-elected species for reasons explained 
at page 8 of Applicants' August 29, 2006 response. 

The foregoing election is made with traverse. As the Examiner noted, claims 33 
and 48 are generic. Applicants are entitled to examination of the claims that were filed ("it is 
improper for the Office to refuse to examine that which applicant regards as their invention. . 
MPEP § 803.02, cited regarding Markush claims). The Patent Office has provided procedures 
for examination of generic claims. Applicants urge that the proper restriction is a species 
election or a restriction requirement that designates claims 33 and 48 as generic linking claims. 
Applicants therefore request reconsideration of the group election requirement. 

If the Examiner believes a telephone conference would expedite prosecution of 
this appUcation, please telephone the undersigned at 415-576-0200. 




TOWNSEND and TOWNSEND and CREW LLP 

Two Embarcadero Center, Eighth Floor 

San Francisco, CaUfomia 941 1 1-3834 

Tel: 415-576-0200 

Fax: 415-576-0300 
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